Statement by the Permanent Representative of the Russian Federation to the 
UN Office and other International Organizations in Geneva Ambassador 
Gennady Gatilov regarding the withdrawal of the Russian Federation on April 
7, 2022 from the UN Human Rights Council 


The resolution initiated by the United States, which was adopted today by 
the UN General Assembly, is based not on the human rights situation in a 
specific country, but solely on geopolitical priorities of the collective West, 
which does not abandon attempts to subjugate various spheres of 
interaction between states in the international arena. Those who disagree 
with their approach, as the Westerners see it, should be "punished". The 
main goal is to find a pretext. 


We consider the US initiative to be an unlawful and politically motivated step, 
the sole purpose of which - to exert pressure on a sovereign state that 
pursues an independent domestic and foreign policy. Everything else, 
including the pompous speeches accompanying the draft resolution 
presentation, is just a smokescreen, a background designed to somehow 
explain and justify this tactic, which is disastrous for the system of 
international relations. 


The Russian Federation has made a conscious decision to withdraw in 
advance from the UN Human Rights Council on April 7, 2022. 

Our country, which has made a significant contribution to its creation, from 
the very beginning considered the HRC as an important component of the 
universal system for promotion and protection of human rights. We have 
consistently advocated for the Council to promote development of a 
constructive and depoliticised dialogue between States on the entire 
spectrum of human rights issues. 


It is regretful to state that a single group of countries, which does not mind 
using it for its opportunistic purposes, has monopolised the current HRC. 
Controversial and ambiguous initiatives that do not gain broad support from 
other countries are submitted to the Council. It is being shamelessly used as 
an instrument to pressure and outright intimate an increasing number of 
States. 


There would not be a problem, if the Europeans, the Americans and their 
satellites (who simple-heartedly try to convince everyone that they are 
pursuing an independent policy) served as a real example for others. 
However, that could not be farther from the truth. In order to come to this 
conclusion, one can simply refresh the memory on the numerous 
discussions within the Council, during which the collective West was 
reasonably and undeniably accused of committing gross and immense 
human rights violations. However, then these topics were irrevocably "paled 
into insignificance", and Westerners got away with it all. 


Meanwhile, | would like to ask, who are these judges? Washington, which 
brags about its supposedly leading roles in promoting human rights, remains 


an outsider in terms of the number of international obligations in this area. 
For instance, the United States is a party to only five international human 
rights agreements. And the conventions they signed on the rights of the 
child, persons with disabilities, the elimination of discrimination against 
women, the basic International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural 
Rights have not yet been ratified. Certain documents are waiting to be 
ratified for over 50 years. Our country, on the contrary, is an active 
participant of nine international agreements in the field of human rights, 
China - eight, and constantly US-criticized Iran - six. 


Overall, it can be stated that Washington has become a true leader only in 
terms of the number of unilateral coercive measures it has imposed against 
various states, illegal from the international law point of view, as well as in 
the number of civilian casualties that resulted from its activities to install 
pseudo-democratic foundations in other parts of the world, away from North 
America. 

Today’s events at the Council that resulted from the impudent and 
unprincipled line of the Western countries, which do not hold disdain for 
blatant blackmail of other delegations to achieve their goals, discredits the 
HRC, inflicts irreparable damage to its reputation, undermines its credibility. 
This situation prevents us from continuing to be a part of this international 
mechanism any further. 


At the same time, | would like to emphasise that our decision to terminate 
membership in the HRC in advance is not a withdrawal from Russia's 
international obligations in the human rights sphere. Taking into account the 
importance of this issue, we intend to continue our contribution to bolstering 
a constructive human rights dialogue, involving all interested parties in the 
process of collective elaboration and adoption of decisions that meet the 
interests of all States. 


